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, please idcnti&the total a&mt of @l& U.S~plutoniti by form (e.g, pi~ metals,

_*), hov6 m~ of it (’byf-) h suitableforprocdng into rnixed’o)cidefild
(MOX), andhow”muchof it (by f-) is Iikciyto.bc imrnobiiimd(vitrified). Please
indi~how muchofthis surplus plutonium is ~ by the ROD ~ above, -. .
~w-ti~~titi~ dtibtin~q~o~ ~howrnmh ,
will*~by”o*~ss~f-*~J~o “

... ...”. v.

p-** fi*SMtiykti f__on&tititi~Por
Y~Mo_ (M atempomy rCp9itCWj!,ifCongmssenacts Iegishtion overthe .. ..
~on’s objections). Pleaw *specific@ly what prioritySRS ~.
rcceiveaico- to other~E sites (HSnfi@ O* Ridgq Rocky Fiat%m, *=)=

.,. . . ..,,
..Plcasixti timctablefor~ :‘ Pl~m melds ardoxides timRoc~ .
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o*ti DQtiwotidhveti& ~SNti~m_&e
accelerationandthe oosts involved With* -es (broiwnOutby ti y~)j

..

@)--=ingstheDepm entcoddexpectatM~@~ ‘“
accdemtion akemative (brokenout by W year). If the cost savings at Roe@
l%tsis~on~-1~-=ti~pl~etime
Variableqand

(III)Ifmohxitiom to the ROD arerequh@ whatarethe natureof the changes.

Please discks howm+ materhl at H.anfo@Los Alamo%andothersites underDOE
mntrol maybe txansfikrred to SRS, and Men@ any exisdng or draft EIS’S (or other
evaluations) that discuss any such options. To the maximum extent practi~l~ include
dd.ls about the nalure of the material,the amoun@possiile time lines fm shippingthe
materkdto SRS, the akemative treatmentand/orstorageoptionsat SRS (iichding.
=tUIU@dCOStSbIOkenOUtby @Caiy15@,andpotentialcost saviq at ~0~ h
-!L andotherrekvant sites. -.

Pleaseexplaintbe ARIESprocess,its relationship to producing Mo% and alternatives to
, ARIES should it enu)unter developmental diflicuities.
.

TOthe best extentpracticable,please providethe cost andtime schedules for developing
a MOX-on _ty (including all associated ~ ) and new vitrification
-d= - to - U.S. qlus plutonium. Also discuss the department’s
~ ofhow long a Mox plant ~tid operate, including an “estmate of the now the
~~ ofplutoniqn convertedinto Mox could tikct the durationof the Mox plant’s
v=

. Please explainthe waste ~ bothnuclear andnon-nuclear,hit would result *m
_ MOX* ~, ~ * =ent ~d storageoptionsfor these waste
streams.

k themfinding programmedin DOE’sbudgetfor APT, MOXpmdtioq immobiilizatiou
andaccdemticmof waste tim Rocky Flatsto SRS?
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